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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in view of the 
foregoing amendment and the following remarks. 

Claims 2 and 4-27 are currently pending and under examination, of which Claims 
2, 4, and 25 are independent claims. Claims 2, 4, and 25 have been amended that 
have support in the specification at, for example, page 10, line 27 to page 1 1 , line 7. 
No new matte has been added. 

In the Office Action mailed August 2, 2007, the Examiner rejected Claims 4-27 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. In response, the 
Applicants have amended Claims 4 and 25 to be better form to overcome the §112, 
second paragraph, rejection. Such amendments are believed to overcome the above 
rejection. If any additional amendment is necessary to overcome this rejection, the 
Examiner is requested to contact the Applicant's undersigned representative. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner further rejected Claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,317,601 to Riordan et al. ("Riordan"). 
The Examiner, however, did not indicate rejections of Claims 4-27, other than the §112, 
second paragraph, rejection. To the extent that the §102 rejection is still applied to the 
currently pending claims, it is respectfully traversed. 

Claim 2, as amended, recites, among other things, that a delay of the data along a 
path from the semiconductor device to the exterior of the module is substantially the same 
as a delay of the phase adjustment signal along a path from the semiconductor device to 
the phase adjustment circuit. Among other things, with this feature, timing at which data 
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from the senniconductor device is output to the exterior of the claimed module can be 
adjusted to match the timing of the first clock. 

The Examiner alleged that Riordan teaches all elements of Claim 2. The Applicants 
respectfully disagree at least for the reason that Riodan fails to teach or suggest at least 
the combination of features that a phase adjustment circuit receives a phase adjustment 
signal output from the semiconductor device and a first clock supplied from an exterior of 
the module, and generates a second clock and that a delay of the data along a path from 
the semiconductor device to the exterior of the module is substantially the same as a delay 
of the phase adjustment signal along a path from the semiconductor device to the phase 
adjustment circuit, as recited in amended Claim 2. 

Riordan, as cited by the Examiner, describes techniques for providing a number of 
precisely synchronized clock signals at a number of different frequencies clock signals at a 
number of different frequencies at each of a plurality of locations on a chip. (See Abstract.) 
In Riordan, a remote clock synchronization (RCS) 25 receives a clock signal having the 
same frequency as a master clock signal MasterClockin, a clock signal having double the 
master clock frequency, and a clock signal having four times the master clock frequency at 
a remote location in the semiconductor chip 10, and outputs these clock signals in 
synchronization with Sync4x. (Riordan, col. 3, lines 13-28.) One of the RCSs 25 supplies 
signal SyncPLL as a phase adjustment signal to the PLL 40 for synchronization. In Table 
1, Riordan lists a floating point unit, a data cache unit, and so on, as examples of circuits 
provided at respective locations in the semiconductor chip 10. These units operate based 
on the clock signals supplied from the respective RCSs. Nowhere in the specification as 
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cited by the Examiner, does Riordan teach or suggest at least supplying any output of 
these units as a phase adjustment signal to the PLL 40. 

Assuming (but not admitted by the Applicants) that a circuit unit such as a data 
cache unit corresponds to the semiconductor device of amended Claim 2, and a 
semiconductor chip 10 corresponds to the module of amended Claim 2, there is no 
mention in Riodan of a delay path from the data cache unit to the exterior of the 
semiconductor chip 10 as cited by the Examiner. Riordan as cited is also silent about the 
delay of such path being substantially the same as a delay of the phase adjustment signal 
along a path leading to the PLL 40. Furthermore, even if the Applicants assume (which is 
admitted by the Applicants) that the PLL 40 corresponds to the phase adjustment circuit of 
amended Claim 2, a clock signal supplied as a phase adjustment signal to PLL 40 is output 
from an RCS, which, however, is not a semiconductor device. Accordingly, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that Riordan fails to teach or suggest at least that a phase adjustment 
circuit receives a phase adjustment signal output from the semiconductor device and a first 
clock supplied from an exterior of the module, and generates a second clock and that a 
delay of the data along a path from the semiconductor device to the exterior of the module 
is substantially the same as a delay of the phase adjustment signal along a path from the 
semiconductor device to the phase adjustment circuit, as recited in amended Claim 2. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that Claim 2, as amended, is allowable over 
the cited art. 

It is also respectfully submitted that amended Claims 4 and 25, for similar reasons 
to Claim 2, are likewise allowable. Rather, at least due to their dependencies from 
allowable independent claims, Claims 5-24 and 26-27 are also allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 



For all of the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the claims now 
pending patentability distinguish the present invention from the cited references. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding rejections and an 
issuance of a Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner determine that any further action is necessary to place this 
application into better form, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned 
representative at the number listed below. 

In the event this paper is not considered to be timely filed, the Applicants hereby 
petition for an appropriate extension of time. The fee for this extension may be charged to 
our Deposit Account No. 01-2300. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any 
fee deficiency or credit any overpayment associated with this communication to Deposit 
Account No. 01-2300 referencing our Docket Number 100353-00064. 
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